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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
line 4: the word "televison" should be changed to -television- 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 12-15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Regarding claims 13 and 17, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See 
MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

6. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the selected item(s)" in line 6. 
Claims 14-15 recite the limitation "the selected item(s)" in line 1. 
Claims 14-15 recite the limitation "the television programmer" in line 3. 
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There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. Appropriate 
corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-3, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kitsukawa et al. ("Kitsukawa", US 6,282,713). 

As per independent claim 1, Kitsukawa teaches a method for enabling a user of a viewing 
appliance to interactively select information of interest for delivery by an information provider 
(col.7, lines 21-25), wherein the viewing appliance has interactive capabilities for enabling the 
viewer to generate signals that are received by the viewing appliance or by some interactive 
module associated with the viewing appliance during the display of programming content to the 
user, and wherein the user is prompted to select information of interest that is related to the 
displayed programming content within a predetermined region on a screen of the viewing 
appliance (col. 9, lines 55-58). 

As per independent claim 2, Kitsukawa teaches a television system comprising circuitry 
and software for enabling a content provider to receive, during a television program, at least one 
interactively generated request for selected information from a television program viewer (col.7, 
lines 22-25), for storing and aggregating multiple requests received during the airing of the 
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television program, and for delivering the selected information to the viewer for implementing a 
programming- related information store-and-forward functionality (col.7, lines 40-53). 

As per independent claim 3, Kitsukawa teaches an on-screen area, region, window or 
stripe that is presented during television programming (Fig.6, advertising portion 608) and that 
provides a programmer a capability to interactively engage a viewer so as to receive requests for 
information, where the information is related in some manner to the content of a program or a 
commercial, and to store-and-forward the requested information to the viewer (col.7, lines 40- 
53). 

As per independent claim 16, Kitsukawa teaches an on-screen area, region, window or 
stripe that is presented during television programming upon request by a viewer and that enables 
the viewer to initiate requests for specific items of information that are offered to the viewer 
through the on- screen area, region, window or stripe, where the information is related in some 
manner to the content of a program or a commercial currently being presented to the viewer 
(col. 9, lines 37-50), where a record of said viewer requests are stored for a given program 
enabling an information provider to store-and-forward the requested information in an electronic 
manner to the viewer (col.7, lines 40-53). 

As per claim 18, Kitsukawa teaches the information that can be requested through the on- 
screen area, region, window or stripe to be intended to be relevant to all viewers of the television 
program (col.2, lines 20-22; information is provided regardless of the type of viewer). 
9. Claims 4-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Shoff et al. 
("Shoff \ US 6,240,555). 
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As per independent claim 4, Shoff teaches an on-screen region configured as a stripe that 
overlays a predetermined portion of a television display screen (Fig.8b, menu 212-221), said 
stripe holding and presenting information that is contextual to television programming that it is 
overlayed on and cooperating with a system for providing television viewer interactivity to 
provide the viewer with an ability to request the delivery of information that is related to a 
subject of, or a topic considered by, the television programming (col.l 1 , lines 25-44). 

As per claim 5, Shoff teaches an on-screen region wherein the on-screen region is 
selectively displayed only to those viewers who request that it be displayed (col. 9, lines 30-40). 

As per claim 6, Shoff teaches an on-screen region wherein said region is implemented in 
accordance with an Advanced Television Enhancement Forum (ATVEF) standard, wherein 
triggers are sent to a viewing appliance during Vertical Blanking Intervals (VBIs) (col. 2, lines 
32-37), wherein the predetermined on-screen region is operated by the triggers so to be present 
during television programming only when requested by a viewer and providing a programmer a 
capability to interactively engage the viewer (col.9, lines 30-40). 

As per independent claim 7, Shoff teaches a method for displaying a program, a 
commercial or a promotional message to a viewer of a viewing appliance, comprising: 

transmitting a television signal such that a display screen displays live or pre- recorded 
audio/visual programming (col.4, lines 22-27); and 

opening a visually distinct on-screen area, region, window or stripe on the display screen 
(Fig. 8b; col.l 1, lines 1-2), the on-screen area displaying information that provides the viewer 
with a capability to interactively obtain selected information from an information provider 
through a data communications network (col.7, lines 51-60). 
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As per claim 8, Shoff teaches the method further comprising: 

sending a first trigger signal from a server for prompting the viewer to select whether the 
viewer wishes to have the on-screen area displayed during a program and, if the viewer so 
wishes (col. 3, lines 21-24); 

operating an input device for sending an affirmative signal to the viewing appliance 
(col.9, lines 54-56); 

the receipt of the affirmative signal causing the viewing appliance to send a response 
signal to the server that, in turn, sends a second trigger signal to the viewing appliance for 
causing the viewing appliance to open said visually distinct on-screen area, region, window or 
stripe on the display screen of the information appliance (col. 10, lines 1-6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shoff et al. 
("Shoff, US 6,240,555) in view of Deleeuw (US 6,353,450). 

As per claim 9, Shoff does not teach the on-screen area, region, window or stripe to be 
translucent or transparent so that a television program may be viewed through it. However, 
DeLeeuw teaches a method of displaying video images with transparent user interface elements 
(col.l, lines 35-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention to include DeLeeuw's method with Shoff s teaching so that the on-screen area does 
not interfere with the program (DeLeeuw, col. 3, lines 1-3). 

12. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shoff et al. 
("Shoff \ US 6,240,555) in view of Montero (US 6,133,912). 

As per claim 10, Shoff teaches the method wherein said visually distinct on-screen area, 
region, window or stripe displays icons and text for offering the viewer an opportunity to obtain 
further information regarding some aspect of the content of a television program being viewed 
(Fig.8b, buttons 212-221; col.l 1, lines 3-25). However, Shoff does not disclose wherein upon 
the viewer indicating acceptance to the offer, sending a signal from the viewing appliance back 
to a server that in response to receiving the signal records the viewer's acceptance for that 
particular additional information, and repeating these steps during at least one television 
program, with the server storing and aggregating a record of the viewer's selections. Montero 
teaches a method of delivering information over a network wherein a list of the viewer's 
selections are stored (col.23, lines 63-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Montero' s method with Shoff s teaching in order to use the record of viewer 
selections to generate information to be displayed for future sessions based on the viewer's 
previous selections (Montero; col.24, lines 30-32). 

13. Claims 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shoff et al. 
("Shoff, US 6,240,555) in view of Montero (US 6,133,912) as applied to claim 10 above, and 
further in view of Garrett (US 6,473,738). 

As per claim 1 1 , the method of Shoff and Montero does not disclose the method wherein 
at or near the end of the television program the server sends a further trigger signal to the 
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viewing appliance that causes the viewing appliance to open said visually distinct on-screen area, 
region, window or stripe for displaying summary information regarding the viewer's information 
selections. However, Garrett teaches a method of displaying a summary of items selected by a 
viewer (col.9, lines 59-61 ; Fig. 10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to include Garrett's method with the teaching of Shoff and Montero 
in order to provide the viewer with the opportunity to review his/her selections. 

As per claim 12, Montero teaches the method further comprising steps of: 

prompting the viewer to enter an indication of where the selected information is to be 
sent (col. 10, lines 15-18); and 

forwarding the entered indication to the server so that the selected item(s) of information 
can be forwarded to the viewer (col. 10, lines 27-30). 

As per claim 13, Montero teaches the method wherein the indication comprises at least 
one of a preassigned account number, a membership number and an address, such as an e-mail 
address or a physical street address (col. 10, lines 15-18). 

As per claim 14, Shoff teaches the method wherein the selected item(s) of information 
are forwarded to the viewer by a server associated with the television programmer (col.3, lines 
10-14). 

As per claim 15, Shoff teaches the method wherein the selected item(s) of information 
are forwarded to the viewer by a server associated with an advertiser that provides a commercial 
for use by the television programmer (col.3, lines 10-14). 

14. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kitsukawa et al. 
("Kitsukawa", US 6,282,713) in view of Shoff et al. ("Shoff, US 6,240,555). 
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As per claim 17, Kitsukawa does not disclose the related information to be an interactive 
application. However, Shoff does teach the viewer to be further provided with an opportunity to 
participate in an interactive application (col.l, lines 34-43). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include Shoff s teaching with Kitsukawa' s teaching in order to 
further enhance the viewing of the program (Shoff, col.l, lines 36-41). 

15. Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kitsukawa 
et al. ("Kitsukawa", US 6,282,713) in view of Montero (US 6,133,912). 

As per claim 19, Kitsukawa does not teach the information that can be requested through 
the on-screen area, region, window or stripe to be intended to be relevant to viewers within at 
least one predetermined demographic group. However, Montero teaches the display of 
information to be relevant to the viewers within at least one demographic group (col. 5, lines 14- 
25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include Montero's teaching 
with Kitsukawa' s teaching in order to send information to only those viewers interested 
(Montero, col.l, lines 36-45). 

As per claim 20, Kitsukawa does not disclose the information that can be requested 
through the on-screen area, region, window or stripe to be intended to be relevant to a particular 
viewer. However, Montero teaches the display of information to be relevant to a particular 
viewer (col.5, lines 14-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include Montero's teaching with Kitsukawa' s teaching in order to send information to only those 
viewers interested (Montero, col.l, lines 36-45). 
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Communications 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (703) 305-0720. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 8:00 am to 5:30 pm (EST). 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
as follows: 

(703) 746-7238 [After Final Communication] 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

(703) 746-9915 [For status inquiries, Draft Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



Sajeda Muhebbullah ^Z/M^f^C 
Patent Examiner KRISTINE KINCAID 

July 14, 2004 SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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